Introduction
============

Enteric disease is a major health problem in calves, and diarrhea is associated with reduced weight gain and increased mortality rates in cattle production ([@bib42]; [@bib40]). Furthermore, diarrhea in young calves has been found to increase the risk of other diseases later in life ([@bib38]). Diarrhea accounted for nearly 40% of all calf disease recordings in The Norwegian Dairy Herd Recording System (**NDHRS**) in 2005, with an incidence of 3.8%. The incidence of diarrhea was calculated to be 5.5% when adjusted for lack of recordings ([@bib13]).

Calves are at greatest risk of developing diarrhea during the first month of life, and the risk then decreases with age ([@bib1]; [@bib12]). Rotavirus, bovine coronavirus (**BCoV**), *Escherichia coli* F5, and *Cryptosporidium* species are internationally recognized as the most important enteropathogens in acute diarrhea in young calves ([@bib20]; [@bib8]; [@bib7]). Among the protozoa, species of *Eimeria* are considered relevant causes of diarrhea in calves beginning at approximately 3 wk of age ([@bib31]), whereas the importance of *Giardia intestinalis* as a cause of diarrhea in calves remains unclear ([@bib2]). [@bib15] concluded that both *Cryptosporidium* and *Giardia* species are widespread in Norwegian dairy herds, with herd prevalences of 53 and 93%, respectively, but did not investigate the association of these parasites with diarrhea. Bovine virus diarrhea virus (**BVDV**) is relevant as a cause of calf diarrhea in most countries ([@bib41];   [@bib19]), but BVDV has been eradicated in Norway, and freedom from this disease is monitored in a national surveillance and control program ([@bib18]).

The etiology of calf diarrhea is multifactorial and may include infective, environmental, nutritional, and management factors such as calves being born from a heifer ([@bib4]), being born during the summer ([@bib33], [@bib32]), suckling ([@bib33]; [@bib34]), low serum IgG concentrations ([@bib3]), and large herd size ([@bib11]).

The aims of the current study were to estimate the prevalence of selected enteropathogens in calves in dairy herds, evaluate the clinical consequences of protozoal infections, and identify risk factors for diarrhea.

Materials and Methods
=====================

Study Herds
-----------

The study was designed as a longitudinal, cross-sectional survey, where a multistage sampling procedure ([@bib14]) was used to select NDHRS herds with at least 15 cow-years (days from first calving to culling within 1 yr/365 d) randomly from 30 veterinary districts throughout Norway. Altogether, 193 dairy herds were invited to participate in the study, of which 135 (69.9%) agreed to participate. These herds were divided geographically into 3 regions as follows: region 1 included eastern Norway (n = 62); region 2, western Norway (n = 23); and region 3, central and northern Norway (n = 50). Each herd participated for 1 yr. For logistical reasons, herds in region 1 were enrolled during autumn 2004, herds in region 2 during spring 2005, and herds in region 3 during autumn 2005. The overall study period lasted from September 1, 2004, to January 31, 2007.

Housing and Management
----------------------

The herd owners were sent a questionnaire comprising 55 questions on animal housing, management, and feeding routines during the study year ([Table 1](#tbl1){ref-type="table"} ). Altogether, 125 of the 135 (92.5%) participating farmers completed and returned the questionnaire.Table 1Variables on housing and management extracted from a questionnaire from 125 dairy herds in a survey on calf health in Norway between 2004 and 2007[1](#tbl1fn1){ref-type="table-fn"}VariableClassHerds, NCalves, nDiarrhea cases, n (%)Total1255,101201 (3.9)Stall typeTie-stall712,19556 (2.6)Free-stall542,906145 (5.0)Purchase of calves during the last yearYes251,18795 (8.0)No953,71294 (2.5)No information520212 (5.9)Calving facilitiesTie-stall: in box712,19556 (2.6)Free-stall: cubicle section or alley area1991615 (1.6)Free-stall: calving pen341,954130 (6.6)No information1360 (0.0)Separation from dam after calving\>24 h1043021 (4.9)≤24 h1144,635180 (3.9)No information1360 (0.0)Suckling as feeding regimeNo1124,500177 (3.9)Yes1360124 (4.0)First feeding of colostrum after birthWithin 30 min351,11246 (4.1)Within 2 h512,22688 (4.0)Within 4 h1246440 (8.6)Later251,16126 (2.2)No information21381 (0.6)Minimum colostrum fed first feeding≤1 L2298454 (5.5)1-2 L813,06852 (1.7)\>2 L1467368 (10.1)No information837627 (7.2)Housing during first week of lifeRoom shared with cows983,801164 (4.3)Separate room for calves251,23526 (2.1)No information26511 (16.9)Use of heat lampAlways251,13159 (5.2)Occasionally or never993,898142 (3.6)No information1720 (0.0)Confinement from two weeks of ageSingle pen602,317142 (6.1)Group pen642,76159 (2.1)No information1230 (0.0)Straw in single penYes642,597136 (5.2)No361,26437 (2.9)No information251,24028 (2.3)Removal of manure in single pen less than once weeklyYes271,115103 (9.2)No692,60751 (2.0)No information291,28947 (3.6)Slatted concrete floor in group penYes692,739147 (5.4)No492,15753 (2.5)No information72051 (0.5)Deep litter in resting area in group penYes1034728 (8.1)No1114,653172 (3.7)No information41011 (1.0)Maximum age difference between youngest and oldest calf in group pen\>8 wk2580041 (5.1)\>8 wk893,957158 (4.0)No information113442 (0.6)Feeding with sour milkYes461,62838 (2.3)No612,589143 (5.5)No information1888420 (2.3)Volume milk fed per day, wk 1≤4 L431,67150 (3.0)4.01-6 L371,543119 (7.7)6.01-10 L941215 (3.6)Ad libitum/automatic331,29016 (1.2)No information31851 (0.5)Volume milk fed per day, wk 2≤4 L391,69188 (5.2)4.01-6 L271,08747 (4.3)6.0-10 L1047522 (4.6)Ad libitum/automatic461,66343 (2.6)No information31851 (0.5)Volume milk fed per day, wk 3≤4 L311,35894 (6.9)4.01-6 L2182429 (3.5)6.01-10 L1052423 (4.4)Ad libitum/automatic602,21054 (2.4)No information31851 (0.5)Volume milk fed per day, wk 4≤4 L271,10663 (5.7)4.01-6 L1765320 (3.1)6.01-10 L943821 (4.8)Ad libitum/automatic692,71996 (3.5)No information31851 (0.5)Volume milk fed per day, \>4 wk of age≤4 L291,25970 (5.6)4.01-6 L1036411 (3.0)6.01-10 L731821 (6.6)Ad libitum/automatic712,63774 (2.8)No information852325 (4.8)[^1]

Health Registrations
--------------------

Health data were obtained from the NDHRS. Members of this system report diseases, treatments, and preventive treatments for each animal on a regular basis ([@bib26]). Each animal has an individual "health card," which follows the animal from birth until culling or slaughter. Calves intended for meat production have a common health card in the herd.

Participating herds received 12 health cards for registration of calf health events, one for each month, which were to be returned regardless of whether or not there was any information to register. In cases of disease for which a veterinarian was not consulted, the farmers were asked to record the events based upon definitions provided by the project. Diarrhea was defined as soft or watery feces lasting for 2 or more days, possibly in combination with impaired general condition or weight loss ([@bib33]).

Sampling
--------

During the 2-yr period of fieldwork, a total of 64 local veterinarians were each responsible for between 1 to 14 herds, which they visited twice at approximately 6-mo intervals. On both calls, 12 calves under the age of 12 mo were randomly selected for sampling. The veterinarians were asked to sample the following age groups: 2 calves younger than 2 wk, 2 calves aged between 2 and 4 wk, 2 calves aged between 1 and 3 mo, 3 calves aged between 3 and 6 mo, and 3 calves aged between 6 and 12 mo. The veterinarians were instructed to collect approximately 2 × 10 g of feces and 10 mL of jugular blood from each calf. The samples were sent overnight to the National Veterinary Institute (Oslo, Norway) in a Styrofoam box with a cooling unit. The veterinarian classified the fecal consistency as diarrheic or normal based on visual appearance at the time of collection. For samples for which classification of the feces was missing, this was recorded by laboratory staff upon arrival of the sample at the laboratory. Serum was stored at -20°C until analysis.

Laboratory Examinations
-----------------------

For each herd, feces from the 8 youngest calves of at least 2 wk of age were examined for *Eimeria* oocysts by bright-field microscopy ([@bib5]), whereas feces from the 8 youngest animals of at least 1 wk of age were analyzed for *Cryptosporidium* oocysts and *Giardia* cysts by immunofluorescence microscopy ([@bib15]; n = 691). For *Cryptosporidium* and *Giardia,* samples were classified into 4 groups depending on the number of cysts/oocysts found on average in each field of view at 400× magnification. The groups were defined as 0 (no cysts/oocysts), 1 + (1 cyst/oocyst), 2 + (2 to 10 cysts/oocysts), or 3 + (\>10 cysts/oocysts). For *Eimeria*, 100 × magnification was used. In case of insufficient amounts of feces sampled or lack of information on the calf, samples were substituted with feces from another calf of similar age in the same herd.

Diarrheic samples (n = 191) were examined for rotavirus group A, BCoV, *Cryptosporidium*, and *E. coli* F5 (K99) by an antigen ELISA (BIO K 071 from Bio-X Diagnostics Sprl, Jemelle, Belgium) according to the manufacturer\'s instructions.

Blood samples (n = 1,348) were assayed by ELISA for the presence of antibodies against BCoV (Svanovir BCV-Ab, Svanova Biotech AB, Uppsala, Sweden) and rotavirus group A (BIO K 126, Bio-X Diagnostics Sprl) as described by the producers. For rotavirus, ≥20% inhibition of the positive control was considered seropositive. To avoid interference from maternal antibodies, only samples from animals at least 150 d of age were tested.

Statistical Analysis
--------------------

Calves born in the participating 135 herds during the project period were included in the study (n = 5,621). For descriptive statistics and statistical analysis, relevant NDHRS data were extracted and transferred, together with data recorded by the project, to SAS version 9.1 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC). Four separate Cox proportional hazard models ([@bib6]) were fitted by using the PROC PHREG statement with diarrhea (0/1) as dependent variable based on recordings in the NDHRS.

In the first model, excretion levels of *Cryptosporidium* oocysts, *Giardia* cysts, and *Eimeria* oocysts, and percentage of BCoV or rotavirus seropositive calves among the sampled calves in a herd were the only fixed effects included. Excretion level in a herd was calculated as the number of positive samples divided by the number of calves sampled. A binary variable was created for herds with (1) or without (0) any calves excreting (oo)cysts. Hierarchical dummy variables for excretion levels were then created. To obtain roughly equal numbers of animals in each category, the 10th, 25th, 50th, 75th, and 90th percentiles of proportion of excreting calves among the sampled calves per herd were used. For *Cryptosporidium,* the percentiles on herd level corresponded to \>12.5, \>25, \>37, \>50, and \>62% of the sampled calves excreting oocysts. The equivalent percentiles for *Giardia* were \>25, \>50, \>62, \>83, and \>87%, and for *Eimeria* \>12.5, \>37, \>50, \>75, and \>87%, respectively. For BCoV, the corresponding percentiles for seropositive calves were \>10, \>33, \>72, and \>90%, and for rotavirus \>40, \>50, \>67, and \>82%.

In the second model, the influence of housing and management ([Table 1](#tbl1){ref-type="table"}) on the occurrence of diarrhea was studied. Herds without a completed questionnaire were excluded (n = 10), leaving 5,101 calves in the study population. Separate groups were created for missing values of all variables. A season variable was created for each calf based on the month of birth. Spring was defined as March through May, summer as June through August, autumn as September through November, and winter as December through February. Hierarchical dummy variables were created for herd size divided into \>20 cow-years, \>50 cow-years, and \>70 cow-years.

In the third model, the significant variables from the first and second models were combined. Variables on commitment to calf health recordings were included in the final model to adjust for the difference in reported diarrhea incidence between herds because of lack of recordings.

In the fourth model, all missing values were deleted, leaving a study population of 2,703 calves from 71 herds. Variables included in the second and third model were tested.

The positive stable frailty models in the SAS macro ([@bib29], [@bib30]) were included in models 1 to 3. The significance of the frailty effect was assessed by the likelihood ratio test of independence \[H~0~: theta (θ) = 1\]. The frailty effect equals the strength of association between 2 individuals within the same herd, measured by Kendall\'s τ (1 - θ), and was considered significant at *P*  \< 0.05. The end of the observation period was defined as 180 d of age for a calf that had no recorded event of diarrhea. Data were censored when the animal left the herd due to sale or slaughter. Only the first case of diarrhea from birth until 180 d of age was considered an event. The significance of the different variables was initially evaluated by univariate analysis. If the *P*-value was \< 0.1, the variable was included in a final multivariable model. Nonsignificant variables were removed one by one by using backward stepwise elimination with inclusion criteria of *P*  \< 0.05. Possible interactions between significant fixed effects were tested.

Based on the significant hierarchical dummy variables included in model 1, binary variables on herd level were created for herds with \> 12.5% of the sampled calves excreting *Cryptosporidium* oocysts (1) and herds with ≤ 12.5% of the sampled calves excreting oocysts (0). Corresponding binary variables on the herd level were created for rotavirus and BCoV \[more than (1) or equal or less than (0) 67 and 72% seropositive calves among the sampled, respectively\]. PROC GENMOD with binomial distribution and logit link function with Wald\'s statistic type-3 contrasts was used to test the influence of housing and management on infectious status in the herds. Because of the nature of the fixed effects, these analyses were performed at the herd level. Nonsignificant variables were removed one by one by using backward stepwise elimination, with inclusion criteria of *P*  \< 0. 05. The model fit was evaluated by using −2 log-likelihood ([@bib9]).

Results
=======

Enteropathogens
---------------

In total, 191 of 4,041 (4.7%) fecal samples were classified as diarrheic ([Figure 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"} ). *Cryptosporidium* was the only protozoan more prevalent in diarrheic samples than in normal samples ([Table 2](#tbl2){ref-type="table"} ). In the diarrheic samples analyzed by microscopy (n = 68), both *Cryptosporidium* and *Giardia* were found in 10 (14.7%), *Eimeria* and *Giardia* were found in 9 (13.2%), whereas *Cryptosporidium* and *Eimeria* were found in 6 (8.8%), and all 3 parasites were found in 6 (8.8%). In normal fecal samples (n = 691), both *Cryptosporidium* and *Giardia* were found in 77 (11.1%), *Eimeria* and *Giardia* were found in 157 (22.7%), whereas *Cryptosporidium* and *Eimeria* were found in 28 (4.1%), and all 3 parasites were found in 88 (12.7%).Figure 1Age of calves (n = 191) at sampling in which the fecal sample was considered to be diarrheic. Initiation or duration of diarrhea is not indicated. The sampling was performed in 135 dairy herds participating in a survey of calf health in Norway between 2004 and 2007.Table 2Diarrheic and normal feces from calves in 135 Norwegian dairy herds examined for protozoa by bright field microscopy (*Eimeria*) and immunofluorescent staining (*Cryptosporidium* and *Giardia*)Diarrheic samples (n = 68)Normal samples (n = 691)Result*Cryptosporidium* (%)*Eimeria* (%)*Giardia* (%)*Cryptosporidium* (%)*Eimeria* (%)*Giardia* (%)Negative42 (61.7)39 (57.4)25 (36.8)463 (67.0)338 (48.9)226 (32.7)1+24 (35.3)20 (29.4)39 (57.4)208 (30.1)250 (36.2)404 (58.5)2+1 (1.5)4 (5.9)2 (2.9)15 (2.2)72 (10.4)26 (3.8)3+1 (1.5)5 (7.3)2 (2.9)5 (0.7)31 (4.5)35 (5.0)

In the 191 diarrhea samples examined by antigen-ELISA, rotavirus and *Cryptosporidium* were detected in 9.9 and 4.2%, respectively, whereas *E. coli* F5 was detected in 5 (2.6%) samples; BCoV was not detected in any sample. By antigen-ELISA, no enteropathogens were found in 162 of 191 (84.8%) diarrheic samples. Diarrhea was recorded at least once in 201 of 5,101 (3.9%) calves in the NDHRS during the project period. In total, 530 of 1,348 (39.3%) calves were seropositive for BCoV, whereas 912 (67.7%) were seropositive for rotavirus.

Risk Factors for Clinical Diarrhea
----------------------------------

Analyses including only enteropathogens revealed that calves born in herds with \> 72% of the sampled calves being seropositive for BCoV had an increased risk of diarrhea \[hazard ratio (**HR**)\] of 4.5 \[95% confidence interval (**CI**): 1.3-15.6\]. This was also true for calves from herds in which \>67% of the sampled calves were seropositive for rotavirus and calves from herds with more than 12.5% calves excreting *Cryptosporidium* oocysts (HR = 3.5; 95% CI: 2.5-4.9 and HR = 2.4; 95% CI: 1.4-4.2, respectively), although HR was not significant when accounting for clustering. Associations between other enteropathogens and diarrhea were not found at either the herd level or the calf level.

Factors found to be associated with an increased risk of diarrhea were slatted concrete floor in group pens versus other floor types (HR = 8.9), being housed in free-stalls compared with tie-stalls (HR = 3.7), being in a herd in which calves were purchased versus being in a herd that did not purchase calves (HR = 4.1), and being born during winter compared with other seasons of the year (HR = 1.5) ([Table 3](#tbl3){ref-type="table"} ). The associations between different risk factors and diarrhea without accounting for cluster effects at the herd level are presented in [Table 4](#tbl4){ref-type="table"} .Table 3Hazard ratio (HR; with 95% confidence interval \[CI\]) estimates for diarrhea or not (0/1) using the Cox regression model accounting for cluster effects at the herd-level in 5,101 calves in 125 Norwegian dairy herds[1](#tbl3fn1){ref-type="table-fn"}Fixed effectClassHerds, NCalves, nEstimate (β)SEHR (95% CI)*P*-valueRecorded \>50% of all dehorningsYes331,2282.540.6012.7 (3.8--42.0)\<0.001No923,873------1.0---Stall typeFree-stall542,1951.300.603.7 (1.1--12.2)\<0.05Tie-stall712,906------1.0---Purchase of calves during the last yearYes251,1871.420.564.1 (1.4--12.4)\<0.05No953,712------1.0---No information5202---------NSSlatted concrete floor in group penYes692,7392.170.688.9 (2.3--33.1)\<0.05No492,157------1.0---No information7205---------NSBorn during winterYes1,1890.420.151.5 (1.1--2.0)\<0.001No3,912------1.0---Born from purchased damYes4,362−0.680.370.5 (0.2--1.1)0.07No739------1.0---θ (1 - Kendall\'s τ)Herds1250.600.07---\<0.001[^2]Table 4Hazard ratio (HR; with 95% confidence interval \[CI\]) estimates for diarrhea or not (0/1) using the Cox regression model without accounting for cluster effects at the herd level in 5,101 calves in 125 Norwegian dairy herdsFixed effectClassHerds, NCalves, nEstimate (β)SEHR (95% CI)*P*-valueConfirming complete calf health recordsYes622,5220.920.192.5 (1.7--3.7)\<0.001No632,579------1.0---Recorded \>50% of all dehorningsYes331,2280.400.171.5 (1.1--2.1)\<0.05No923,873------1.0---Stall typeFree-stall542,1950.810.182.3 (1.6--3.2)\<0.001Tie-stall712,906------1.0---Herd size (cow-years)\>7055661.220.243.4 (2.1--5.4)\<0.001≤701204,535------1.0---Purchase of calves during the last yearYes251,1870.410.171.5 (1.1--2.1)\<0.05No information52021.230.333.3 (1.7--6.4)\<0.001No953,712------1.0---Straw in single penYes642,5971.070.192.9 (2.0--4.3)\<0.001No361,264------1.0---No information251,240---------NSRemoval of manure in single pen less than once weeklyYes271,1151.410.214.1 (2.7--6.1)\<0.001No information291,2890.780.252.2 (1.4--3.5)\<0.05No692,607------1.0---Slatted concrete floor in group penYes692,7391.100.193.0 (2.0--4.4)\<0.001No492,157------1.0---No information7205---------NSDeep litter in resting area in group penYes103471.230.233.4 (2.2--5.4)\<0.001No1114,653------1.0---No information4101---------NSProportion of sampled calves excreting *Cryptosporidium* oocysts\>12.5%251,0050.590.301.8 (1.0--3.3)0.05≤12.5%1004,096------1.0---Born during winterYes1,1890.630.151.9 (1.4--2.5)\<0.001No3,912------1.0---Born from purchased damYes4,362−1.050.350.35 (0.2--0.7)\<0.05No739------1.0---

Calves housed in group pens with slatted concrete floors had a borderline increased risk of shedding *Cryptosporidium* oocysts (odds ratio = 2.3, 95% CI: 0.87-6.0, *P*  = 0.09) compared with calves housed on solid floor or deep litter.

Discussion
==========

Enteropathogens
---------------

In general, the prevalence of the different enteropathogens was low compared with reports from other countries ([@bib7]; [@bib12]; [@bib37]). Most likely, not all calves reported to have diarrhea had impaired general condition at the time of sampling. Several of the diarrheic cases might have been short term and the symptoms were possibly caused by malnutrition or rapid change in diet. Also, some samples could be false negatives, especially for pathogens with low or intermittent shedding. Furthermore, other pathogenic bacteria as well as viruses or protozoa may cause diarrhea. Because of a national eradication program, Norway was declared free from BVDV in 2006 ([@bib18]). *Salmonella* spp. are rarely detected in Norwegian cattle ([@bib23]). Recently, more than 500 fecal samples from 37 dairy herds with various calf health problems were analyzed for *Salmonella*, and all samples were negative (S. M. Gulliksen, K. I. Lie, E. Jor, and O. Østerås; unpublished data). The isolated geographic location of Norway, together with efficient surveillance and restrictive rules regarding import and trade of animals and animal products have contributed to the freedom from several infectious diseases that Norway benefits from today.

That rotavirus and *Cryptosporidium* were the most frequently detected enteropathogens in diarrheic samples concurs with results from studies from other European countries ([@bib7]; [@bib2]; [@bib37]). Based on the serological results, both BCoV and rotavirus are common in Norwegian dairy herds. A high number of seropositive calves suggests an active or newly introduced infection in a herd, hence an increased risk of diarrhea. Low sensitivity of the antigen-ELISA for BCoV may explain why animals shedding BCoV were not detected. Interestingly, real-time PCR results from a recent Norwegian study (E. Jor, National Veterinary Institute, Oslo, Norway; personal communication) support the negative results from the antigen-ELISA.

The direct assessment of clinical consequence of the different enteropathogens was restricted to protozoal infections because microscopy was the only analysis performed on both diarrheic and normal samples. Among the protozoa, *Cryptosporidium* was the only agent more prevalent in diarrheic samples than in normal samples. Furthermore, a high number of calves shedding *Cryptosporidium* in a herd was associated with an increased risk of diarrhea. This is in accordance with [@bib36] who found that calves shedding *Cryptosporidium* oocysts had an odds ratio of 5.3 of diarrhea compared with nonshedding calves. Only 50% of the diarrheic samples were analyzed by both antigen-ELISA and immunofluorescence microscopy because of the limited amounts of feces sampled. A considerably larger proportion of the samples were found positive for *Cryptosporidium* by the latter method (4.4 vs. 38.3%, respectively). As a diagnostic test, the cut-off of the antigen-ELISA was probably set to discriminate between clinically relevant and irrelevant numbers of oocysts. Thus, samples containing small numbers of oocysts might have been classified as negative by this test. Immunofluorescence microscopy is a more sensitive and specific method compared with the antigen-ELISA. In addition, it has the advantage of quantifying the level of shedding compared with the ELISA, which only provides a positive or negative result. [@bib35] found a prevalence of 30% of *Cryptosporidium* shedding calves in their study, using microscopic slide flotation, which corresponds to 33 and 38.3% in normal and diarrheic samples, respectively, found in the current study.

The presence of 2 or more enteropathogens simultaneously has been suggested to result in the clinical development of infection usually being worse ([@bib28]; [@bib16]). However, concurrent infection with both *Cryptosporidium* and *Eimeria* was the only combination found more frequently in diarrheic samples than in normal samples. Other mixed infections with protozoa were equally common in diarrheic samples as normal samples. This could be, in part, because a fecal sample from a calf found to be normal on the day of sampling might have been diarrheic before or after sampling. Calves that previously had diarrhea but returned to normal on the day of sampling could still be shedding oocysts or cysts, making it appear as if these organisms were isolated from normal feces. The age distribution of the diarrheic samples corresponds to the distribution of clinically reported first cases of diarrhea in the NDHRS ([@bib13]).

Risk Factors for Clinical Diarrhea
----------------------------------

The results of this study showed an increased risk of clinical diarrhea, as reported in the NDHRS, in herds exceeding 70 cow-years. Free-stall compared with tie-stall housing systems increase contact between animals, and in larger herds, cows and calves may be more densely housed, which could promote the spread of infections and increase environmental contamination. [@bib35] found a trend (*P*  = 0.09) of increased risk of calves shedding *Cryptosporidium* in larger farms, and the possibility of large outbreak problems will be greater in a larger population ([@bib11]). As herd size increases, more mechanization and technological developments are used, the time physically spent by the farmer in the barn decreases, and the daily inspection of each individual is reduced. [@bib21] found the lack of individual attention in large herds to be important in explaining high mortality rates in preweaned heifers, with diarrhea and dehydration as the major reasons for death.

Purchase of calves was found to be a risk factor for diarrhea, probably because of the introduction of new infectious agents ([@bib39]). Interestingly, calves born to purchased dams were found to have a lower risk of diarrhea than calves born to dams raised in the herd. This finding might indicate that calves born to purchased cows are protected against newly introduced infectious agents through passive immunity, whereas the other calves are not. On the other hand, regular introduction of susceptible animals could contribute to maintaining infections with enteropathogens already circulating in the farm. The association between risk of diarrhea and being born to a purchased dam or in a herd that purchased calves was not significant when all missing values were removed from the model.

Removing bedding in single boxes at least once weekly resulted in a lower risk of diarrhea. Removal of bedding could reduce the occurrence of pathogens, and previous studies have concluded that cleaning is an important management factor in preventing high levels of *Cryptosporidium* oocysts ([@bib25]; [@bib15]; [@bib24]).

Several studies have shown that calves kept on deep litter have an increased risk of diarrhea ([@bib32]) and infections with enteropathogens ([@bib25]; [@bib17]). This contrasts with the result of the present study, in which both the risk of shedding *Cryptosporidium* oocysts and the risk of diarrhea were increased in calves kept on slatted concrete floors compared with other types of flooring. Because one would expect solid floors to be more dirty than slatted floors if not scraped and cleaned properly, this finding is somewhat difficult to explain. Draft and local chilling from the dung basement through the slatted floor could be part of the explanation, as draft has been shown to be associated with the risk of infectious diseases in calves from 0 to 90 d of age ([@bib22]). Local temperature, ammonia concentration, and pH have an effect on the survival of *Cryptosporidium* oocysts ([@bib27]), and these are all factors likely to be influenced by floor type. Further research is needed in this area.

The finding that the greatest risk of diarrhea is in calves born during the winter months is consistent with results from the study of [@bib11], but contrasts with results from Swedish studies ([@bib33], [@bib32]). An increased risk of diarrhea during winter might be caused by higher levels of infectious agents during this season due to higher animal density per housing unit, lower ambient temperature, and higher humidity of inside air. A cool, humid environment supports the survival of several infectious agents for extended periods ([@bib10]). [@bib24] found higher excretion levels of *Cryptosporidium* oocysts during winter than during summer, as did [@bib15]. Furthermore, Norwegian dairy cows calving during winter produce colostrum of poorer quality than that produced by cows calving during any other season of the year ([@bib14]). The importance of adequate consumption of colostrum by calves and its effect on calf health is well recognized. Hence, intake of colostrum with a lower concentration of IgG could further increase the risk of diarrhea in calves born during this season. However, no variables, including colostrum feeding routines, were found to influence the risk of diarrhea in this study ([Table 1](#tbl1){ref-type="table"}).

The herd-level cluster effect was extremely high in the current study (Kendall\'s τ = 0.40). This may be caused by varying commitment to calf health recordings and the effect of management factors being highly dependent on other features specific for each herd, such as dietary or environmental factors, in addition to general infection status. The validity of the reporting of calf health events in the NDHRS has been assessed elsewhere ([@bib13]), in which herds with complete calf health records and those reporting more than 50% of all dehornings have been found to report a significantly higher incidence of calf diarrhea.

Of the enteropathogens investigated in this study, rotavirus and *Cryptosporidium* appear to be the most frequently associated with calf diarrhea in Norwegian dairy herds. However, the overall prevalence of enteropathogens in diarrheic samples was low, which may indicate that other etiological agents are important. Control of livestock trading and preventive hygiene measures are generally considered important in reducing the incidence of infectious calf diarrhea. As dairy cattle farming moves toward larger herd sizes and novel housing systems, new challenges in calf management should be prioritized to avoid increasing disease rates. Further studies on the clinical importance of rotavirus and BCoV (as well as other enteropathogens) and the associations between feeding and calf diarrhea should be conducted.
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==================
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[^1]: Only calves born and raised in the same herd are included. Reported cases of diarrhea included.

[^2]: The cluster effect within herd is assessed by the frailty effect (Kendall\'s τ).
